Changing environment against duplicate publication Shigeru Ehara
Duplicate publication is defi ned as unauthorized reproduction of an author's own publication, and it is scientifi c misconduct that is considered unethical. In the past, publication of the same material in different languages was considered more acceptable because the distribution of the publications was limited to a small medical community. The thesis for the Doctor of Medical Science degree, a unique postgraduate degree in Japan, published in the journals of medical schools or local medical societies in Japanese, may be republished in English by the same or a different member of the research group. The readers of papers were different, and such redundant publication helped disseminate knowledge in groups with different native languages and specialties. However, the environment around publication has changed signifi cantly. We now have an enormous fl ow of information, and redundant publications have overwhelmed our capacity for control. Those of us who access databases regularly face a huge volume of redundant information.
We may still have a need to publish the same or similar materials, but due course should be followed. 1 The editors of primary and secondary publications should agree on the process, and the priority and content of the primary publication should be respected by mentioning that publication and including it in the references. There have been some differences in the authorization policy toward reproducing the same material among journals. Some surgical journals still allow reproduction of the same materials in different languages. In the fi eld of radiology, however, the policy against duplicate publication has been generally tough. The American Journal of Roentgenology raised the issue of redundant publication in different languages in 1999 and stated that the use of the same materials in different languages would be considered duplicate publication. 2 Duplicate publications, which are numerous, are efficiently detected. Many publications in Japanese are now indexed and incorporated in an English-language database even if no English document is included in the original paper. Titles and abstracts of many Japanese publications can now be sought in the database, and they can be subjects of investigation for redundant publications. Even with a few key words, we can detect similar papers quite easily. Among them, papers by the same authors, dealing with similar or the same hypotheses and subjects, can be easily suspected to be duplicate publications. A group in France used MEDLINE to investigate redundant publications and identifi ed such publications based on the similarities in the hypothesis, number of subjects, results, at least one common author, and no new information. 3 The Déjà Vu database of the University of Texas Southwestern Medical School, funded by the Hudson Foundation and the National Institutes of Health, has accumulated and incorporated a large number of duplicate publications that can be accessed. 4 Publications by Japanese investigators tend to be thought to contain more redundant information. In the current issue of Nature, based on the MEDLINE and Déjà Vu databases, the contribution to science and possible redundant publication was viewed country by country. 5 Although the overall contribution of the Japanese scientifi c community has proved to be high, Japanese literature was also reported to have a high rate of duplicate (or similar) publications⎯a rate that is almost twice as high as in other countries. 5 This analysis is still performed manually, but automatic analysis may well be seen in the near future. Digital technology has not only accelerated the speed of publication, but digital data analysis provides us further insight into the content of publications. Automatic search engines have enabled the analysis of a large volume of radiology documents. A group in Boston analyzed more than 4 million radiology reports regarding the tendency to recommend further examinations. 6 As automatic search engines have been enabled to assess the pattern of radiology practice, similar or the same approaches will be applicable to detect duplicate publications. Automatic search engines may well detect similarities in publications faster and more easily. In addition, although automatic translation software between Japanese and most Western languages is still in its infancy, more sophisticated translation software will soon expand resource databases in different languages.
In this situation, we have to tighten the policy against duplicate publication to avoid the bad reputation of a high duplicate publication rate by Japanese investigators. It is time to revise our curriculum vita to avoid being suspected of redundant publications, which may be more easily detected in the future.
